REMARKS 

This application has been carefully reviewed in light of the Office Action dated 
August 13, 2007. Claims 7, 8, 11, 12, 14 and 16 to 25 are pending in the application, of which 
Claims 7, 17 to 20, 24 and 25 are independent. Reconsideration and further examination are 
respectfully requested. 

The drawings were objected to for various informalities. Applicants are preparing 
replacement drawings which will be submitted under separate letter. 

The specification was objected to for various informalities. Applicants submit 
that the foregoing amendments to the specification has addressed the Examiner's concerns. 
Accordingly, applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the this objection. 

Claims 2, 7, 12, 17 and 18 were objected to for various informalities. Without 
conceding the correctness of the objection, Claim 2 has been canceled herein without prejudice 
or disclaimer of subject matter. Claims 7, 12, 17 and 18 have been amended to improve their 
clarity. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of these 
objections. 

Claims 13 and 14 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 because the claimed 
invention is allegedly directed to non-statutory subject matter. Without conceding the 
correctness of the rejection, Claim 13 has been canceled herein without prejudice or disclaimer of 
subject matter. In addition, Claim 14 has been amended as recommended by the Examiner. 
Therefore, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection. 
Therefore, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection. 

Claim 2 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as allegedly being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Without conceding the correctness of the rejection, Claim 2 
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has been canceled herein without prejudice or disclaimer of subject matter. Therefore, 
Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of this rejection. 

Claims 1, 6, 13 and 19 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) over U.S. Patent 
No. 6,633,400 (Sasaki). Claims 1 to 6 and 13 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over 
Sasaki in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,525,721 (Thomas). Claims 7, 8, 12, 14 and 17 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Sasaki. Claims 1 1 and 20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
over Sasaki in view of Thomas. Claim 15 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Sasaki in 
view of Thomas and U.S. Published Appln. No. 2002/0105661 (Nishida). Claim 16 was rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Sasaki in view of Nishida. Claim 18 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) over Sasaki in view of U.S. Published Appln. No. 2001/0054088 (Naito). 
Reconsideration and withdrawal of these rejections are respectfully requested. 

Turning to specific claim language, amended independent Claim 7 is directed to a 
resource processing method for at least adding on and deleting resources capable of being 
downloaded to a device having a printing function. The method includes a decision step of 
deciding processing of a resource, which is downloadable to a device, in dependence upon the 
resource to be downloaded to the device; and a changeover step of changing over processing of 
the resource based upon the result of the decision made at said decision step. If the resource is a 
font or form, the processing of this resource is changed over at the changeover step to processing 
for adding on and deleting resources, or, if the resource is a color profile, the processing of this 
resource is changed over at the changeover step to processing for adding on and not deleting 
resources. 

Applicants submit that Sasaki fails to disclose or suggest all of the features of 
Claim 7. In particular, Sasaki fails to disclose or suggest at least the feature that, if the resource 
is a font or form, processing is changed over to processing for adding on and deleting resources, 
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or, if the resource is a color profile, the processing is changed over to processing for adding on 
and not deleting resources. 

In contrast, Sasaki discloses a printer description file, and print property 
information is described in the printer description file. The print property information includes a 
range of reproducible colors and a type of expendable page description language. However, 
Sasaki neither suggests nor discloses processing a resource such that, if the resource is a font or 
form, processing is changed over to processing for adding on and deleting resources, or, if the 
resource is a color profile, the processing is changed over to processing for adding on and not 
deleting resources. 

In light of this deficiency in Sasaki, Applicants submit that Claim 7 is now in 
condition for allowance and respectfully requests same. 

Claims 12, 14, 17 and 18 are directed to an apparatus, a program, a method and an 
apparatus, respectively, substantially in accordance with the method of Claim 7. Accordingly, 
Applicants submit that Claims 12, 14 and 17 are also now in condition for allowance and 
respectfully request same. 

Claim 19 is directed to a resource display method for displaying a color profile 
capable of being loaded into a device having a printing function. The method comprises a step of 
acquiring information of a destination device and acquiring types of page description language 
used for the destination device; a step of determining types of color profile capable of being 
loaded for every type of page description language; a step of identifying a color profile, which is 
loadable into the destination device, based upon the types of color profile determined and color 
space information of load target color profile; and a step of displaying the color profile identified. 

Claim 20 is directed to a resource display method for displaying a color profile 
capable of being loaded into a device having a printing function. The method comprises a step of 
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acquiring information of a destination device and acquiring types of page description language 
used for the destination device; a step of determining types of color profile capable of being 
loaded for every type of page description language; a step of identifying a color profile, which is 
loadable into the destination device, based upon comparison between the types of color profile 
determined and color space information of load target color profile; and a step of displaying the 
color profile identified. 

Applicants submit that Sasaki and Thomas, either alone or in combinat, fail to 
disclose or suggest all of the features of Claims 19 and 20. In particular, Sasaki and Thomas fail 
to disclose or suggest at least the features of acquiring information of a destination device and 
acquiring types of page description language used for the destination device, and determining 
types of color profile capable of being loaded for every type of page description language. 

In the Office Action, it is contended that Sasaki discloses acquiring information of 
a destination device and acquiring types of page description language used for the destination 
device and then determining types of color profile capable of being loaded for every type of page 
description language. However, the cited portions of the Sasaki merely disclose downloading a 
printer description file which contains a range of reproducible colors for an expandable page 
description language. Nowhere does Sasaki disclose or suggest determining types of color 
profile capable of being loaded for every type of page description language based on the acquired 
types of page description language used for the destination device. In Sasaki, only a one range of 
colors is disclosed for a single page description language. In the present invention, a different 
color profile is capable of being loaded for every type of page description language used for a 
destination device. 

Furthermore, Applicants have reviewed Thomas and submit that Thomas is not 
seen to cure the deficiencies of Sasaki. Thomas discloses displaying a filtered color profile and 
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then using the filtered color profile to processing selected by a right mouse button menu 60, in a 
color profile list window 22. In Thomas, however, the color profile is merely selectively 
displayed. Nowhere does Thomas disclose the step of acquiring information of a destination 
device and acquiring types of page description language used for the destination device and the 
step of determining types of color profile capable of being loaded for every type of page 
description language as featured in Claims 19 and 20. 

In light of these deficiencies in Sasaki and Thomas, Applicants submit that Claims 
19 and 20 are in condition for allowance and respectfully request same. Claims 24 and 25 are 
directed to apparatuses substantially in accordance withe the methods of 19 and 20, respectively. 
Accordingly, Applicants submit that Claims 24 and 25 are also in condition for allowance and 
respectfully request same. 

The other pending claims in this application are each dependent from the 
independent claims discussed above and are therefore believed allowabe for at least the same 
reasons. Because each dependent claim is also deemed to define an additional aspect of the 
invention, however, the individual consideration of each on its own merits is respectfully 
requested. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, the entire application is 
believed to be in condition for allowance, and such action is respectfully requested at the 
Examiner's earliest convenience. 
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CONCLUSION 

No claim fees are believed due; however, should it be determined that additional 
claim fees are required, the Director is hereby authorized to charge such fees to Deposit Account 
50-3939. 

Applicants' undersigned attorney may be reached in our Costa Mesa, CA office at 
(714) 540-8700. All correspondence should continue to be directed to our below-listed address. 

Respectfully submitted, 



/Frank Cire #42,419/ 
Frank L. Cire 
Attorney for Applicants 



FITZPATRICK, CELLA, HARPER & SCINTO 
30 Rockefeller Plaza 
New York, New York 101 12-3800 
Facsimile: (212) 218-2200 

FCHS_WS 1738422V1 
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